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COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
AT RI CHMOND, FEBRUARY 14, 2003
APPLI CATI ON OF
VERI ZON SOUTH | NC. CASE NO. PUC- 2002- 00212
For exenption from

physi cal collocation of
its Skyline renote office

ORDER GRANTI NG MOTI ON
FOR LEAVE TO REPLY

On February 7, 2003, the Staff of the State Cor poration
Commi ssion (“Comm ssion”) filed a Mdtion For Leave to file a
Reply in the above-captioned case. According to the notion, the
Staff’s reply to Verizon South Inc. (“Verizon South”) wl|l
identify and respond to various issues raised by Verizon South.

On Novenber 4, 2002, Verizon South filed an application
requesting an exenption fromthe requirenments of § 251(c)(6) of
t he Tel ecommuni cations Act of 1996 to provi de physical
collocation in its Skyline renote office. On Novenber 14, 2002,
t he Conmi ssion issued an Order permtting interested parties to
file cooments on Verizon South’s exenption request. On
January 16, 2003, Staff filed its report recomendi ng that the
Commi ssi on deny Verizon South’s application. On January 27,

2003, Verizon South filed its Reply Coments.


http://www.state.va.us/scc/contact#General.htm

The Staff nmintains that Verizon South either msrepresents
or m sunderstands the Staff’s proposal with respect to avail able
space in the Skyline office. The Conm ssion finds that the
Staff’s Reply may serve to clarify the issues in controversy and
shoul d not unduly delay Verizon South’s application. Counsel
for Verizon South has been infornmed of Staff’s Mdtion For Leave
To Reply and does not oppose it as long as it can respond to
Staff’s Reply if it so desires.

Accordingly, IT 1S ORDERED THAT

(1) The Conm ssion hereby grants the Staff's notion.

(2) The Staff Reply shall be due on or before February 20,
2003.

(3) Verizon South may file a response to Staff’s Reply on

or before February 27, 2003.



